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Greetings to the National Conference 


OR the past three years the Conference meetings have nat- 

urally suggested a long view of social work and social prob- 
lems, first the fiftieth anniversary meeting at Washington, then 
the meetings at Toronto and Denver in regions where the Con 
ference had not met for approximately thirty years. Wonderful 
things have developed in the conception and practice of social 
work in fifty years, even in thirty. Those long views back have 
been an inspiration and have done much to give clarity and 
prospective to the scene around and ahead of us. 

The meeting next year at Cleveland suggests yet another 
point of view. We are returning to a place that we visited but 
little more than a decade ago. Our thought turns naturally to 
the near rather than the distant past. The last thirteen years 
have brought changes so rapid, problems so new that they are 
almost bewildering. Scientists have made great contributions 
to social work in the physical and especially in the mental field. 
Organizing genius has also made great contributions to our 
thought and practice. We have moved rapidly forward in the 
analysis of our problems, in the development of technical skill 
to handle them, and in the efficiency of our organization. 


As we looked back over the long periods of time we dis- 
covered no such skill of workmanship, but we did discover a 
spirit, a far-seeing vision in those earlier efforts that have made 
possible our work to-day. Our Conference provides the enduring, 
effective medium for the’passing on of that spirit. We hope 
therefore, as we discuss together at Cleveland the current 
trends of social work and need, that we may catch their inner 
meaning, and deepen and enrich in our present work that same 
quality of spirit that must always be the life of social work and 
the source of its power and growth. 

That we should return to Cleveland this coming year is clear 
evidence of two things, first of the vitality of Cleveland’s in- 
terest in social problems and its remarkable hospitality, and 
secondly of the fact that Cleveland has proved a particularly de- 
lightful and convenient place for the Conference to gather 
Situated as it is, close to the very center of our Conference 
membership, it is to be hoped that the members will take ad 
vantage of this opportunity, and that the Conference in Cleve 
land in 1926 will be the very finest yet. 

GERTRUDE VAILE, President, 1926. 
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THE DENVER MEETING 


As Seen by the Division Chairmen 


DIVISION I-—CHILDREN 


In planning the program of the Chil- 
dren’s Division the committee had in 
mind two main propositions—first, to 
avoid duplication of subject matter dealt 
with in other divisions; second, to afford 
opportunities for informal discussion. 
In both of these directions beginnings 
were made that will undoubtedly be de- 
veloped by the officers and committee 
in charge of next year’s program, par- 
ticularly in view of the fact that the Con- 
ference went on record in favor of simul- 
taneous meetings on different subjects, 
in order to facilitate coordination of di- 
vision programs with those of “kindred 
groups.”’ Recognizing the very broad 
field of the Children’s Division, the com- 
mittee first got into communication with 
the chairmen of the other divisions to 
ascertain what topics relating to child wel- 
fare were being considered for their pro- 
grams, suggesting that child welfare as- 
pects of their various subjects be given 
special consideration if practicable. With 
the cooperation of the various divisions 
and the General Secretary of the Con- 
ference, programs of special interest to 
child-welfare workers were arranged by 
six divisions so that they did not conflict 
with similar topics as to time or subject 
matter. 

The program of the Children’s Division 
therefore was devoted to subjects not 
coming especially within the field of any 
other division. The first session, in co- 
operation with the Child Welfare League 
of America, dealt with the general topics 
of ‘intake’ of agencies and institutions 
caring for dependent children; two notable 
papers by Mr. Carstens and Father Doh- 
erty were followed with discussion by 
Mr. Cole and Mr. Kepecs. The second 
session, dealing with county organization 
for child care and protection, held jointly 
with the National Probation Association, 
included papers by Miss Curry on the 
work that should be undertaken by a 
county board; Mr. Hall, of Minnesota, on 
problems of organization; and Mrs. Gib- 
son, of Arkansas, on the relation of pro- 
bation work to other county social work; 
and informal reports by representatives 
of a number of States. Most enthusiastic 
reception was given to the contributions 
by Dr. Carrie Weaver Smith, of Texas, 
and Miriam Van Waters, of Los Angeles, 
on subjects relating to institutions for de- 
linquents. Interesting discussion was 
conducted by Judge Mary Bartelme, of 
Chicago. The fourth general session was 
in cooperation with the Committee on 
Publicity Methods in Social Work, Mr. 
Kelso, chairman of the committee, pre- 
siding. Various phases of the problems 
of interpretation and support of child- 
welfare work were discussed by Mr. 
Barrow, of Connecticut; Miss Handley, of 
Alabama; and Mr. Street, of St. Louis. 

Four round tables were conducted 
simultaneously during the time allotted 
to one session, devoted entirely to in- 
formal discussion. ‘‘The Relation Be 
tween the School and Social Work’ was 
the subject of a joint session with the 
Association of Visiting Teachers, con 
ducted by Miss Jane Culbert; a joint 
session with the Family Division, led by 
Mrs. Amy Steinhart Braden, discussed 
“What Has been Accomplished in the 
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Field of Child Welfare by Public Aid to 
Children in Their Own Homes’’; a meet- 
ing presided over by Harry H. Howett 
heard reports of work being done in a num- 
ber of States for crippled children; and 
Leon Frost was the leader of a group 
discussing ‘Safeguarding the Health of 
Dependent Children.’’ The interest shown 
in these meetings confirmed the commit- 
tee’s belief that it would be desirable if 
the conference could afford more oppor- 
tunities for this kind of informal dis- 
cussion, following up topics dealt with 
in formal papers presented in the reg- 
ular sessions of the Children’s Division 
or other divisions, and providing a forum 
such as is now found in the meetings of 
some of the kindred groups. 

There seems to be a strong desire among 
“the children’s group”’ for more ‘‘solid”’ 
subject matter in the papers presented, 
and contributions based on actual ex- 
perience rather than theory. It is not 
an interest in ‘‘technique’’ as such, but 
rather in demonstrations of methods and 
results, particularly as applied to the pre- 
vention of dependency and delinquency 
and problems of treatment. Child 
welfare work is ina fluid state; crystalliza- 
tion that had set in is being overcome, as 
the exponents of various theories have 
come in contact with the experiments of 
others working toward the same end. 
Perhaps the time may come in the Na- 
tional Conference of Social Work when 
the Children’s Division will provide a 
forum for discussion of child-welfare 
problems that have been given their due 
weight in the programs of the division 
concerned with The Family, Health, Men- 
tal Hygiene, Industrial Conditions, De- 
linquents, Public Agencies, and so forth. 

EMMA QO. LUNDBERG, 
Chairman. 


DIVISION II 
(No report) 


DIVISION III—HEALTH 


Division III on Health of the National 
Conference of Social Work had a series 
of very successful meetings at Denver 
in June. The attendance at each of the 
five sessions was about three hundred. 
It was very gratifying to the officers of 
the section that so large a number of 
people could be brought together for 
a discussion of health topics at such a 
distance from the centers of population. 

The first two sessions were given over 
toa discussion of the relation Of the social 
worker to current health work and how the 
health budgets in municipal administration 
may be proved through the help of social 
workers. In both these sessions, the 
strategic position of the social worker in 
improving the health facilities of the com- 
munity was pointed out. He is usually 
closer to the administration and to pub- 
lic opinion than the administrative health 
officials. At the same time he can help 
solve some of his own problems by improv 
ing the health facilities of the community. 
In any case, the two branches of public 
service must hereafter work more closely 
together. 

Che third session was a symposium on 
the migratory tuberculosis case, which 
important because of 
A number 


Was especially 
the local problem in Denver. 


of suggestions were made as to how this 
very difficult matter might best be handled 
with due justice to the patient and to the 
communities which attract the health 
seekers. 

The fourth session was intended to pre- 
sent an example of the progress which 
is being made in the field of preventive 
medicine through discovery and through 
better health administration. Venereal 
disease and the communicable diseases, 
including smallpox, were discussed. The 
main emphasis was placed upon the edu- 
cation of the public as the chief means 
of progress for disease control. The an- 
swer to the propaganda of the antis and 
the various cults which interfere with the 
functioning of health administrations is 
to have a strong public opinion well edu- 
cated to the value of the health work of 
the community and ready to battle for it. 

A final session was given to a consider- 
ation of child health. Emphasis was 
placed upon the physical examination 
of children as well as the development 
of proper habits which would train the 
child to cooperate with its parents and 
teachers for the development of a healthy 
body and a healthy attitude. <A very 
interesting paper was presented on health 
work for colored children. 

A wide range of subjects was discussed 
rather thoroughly and it could ‘be in- 
ferred from the interest and the enlight- 
ened character of the discussion that the 
committee in charge of the program had 
presented matters of considerable value 
to the membership of the Conference. 

Louris I. Dustin, 
Chairman. 


DIVISION IV—-THE FAMILY 


Family Social Work and the Cost of 
Maintaining Standards in a_ Public 
Agency, Processes in the Art of Helping, 
their evaluation, and the discussion of two 
general problems—Automobile Migrants 
and the Family and the Law, was the 
outline followed at meetings of the 
Family Division during the Denver meet- 
ing of the National Conference of Social 
Work. 

Frank J. Bruno, General Secretary of 
the Family Welfare Association, Minne- 
apolis, in his paper on ‘‘What Is Family 
Social Work,”’ pointed out the need for 
conserving the family as a means of 
handing down ideals and traditions from 
generation to generation. 

Miss Gertrude Vaile, formerly Secre- 
tary of the Department of Charities and 
Corrections of the State of Colorado, in 
discussing the Cost of Maintaining Stand- 
ards in a Public Agency, stated her be- 
lief that it is inadvisable for private 
agencies to accept public subsidies. since 
by doing so they place themselves at a 
disadvantage in attempting to help in 
the development of better standards by 
public agencies. 

Miss Betsey Libbey, Supervisor of 
Districts, Philadelphia Society for Or- 
ganizing Charity, and Miss Lucia €low, 
Case Work Supervisor, Family Welfare 
Association, Milwaukee, read papers on 
The Art of Helping—By Changing Habit 
and Through the Interview. Both these 
papers illustrated the tendency to adapt 
treatment to the motives and ideals of the 
individuals concerned. 
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The papers on Evaluation were pre- 
sented by Miss Elinor Blackman, Assist- 
and Executive Director of the United 
Hebrew Charities of New York, who 
outlined a practical plan for checking 
treatment, with problems presented, and 
Miss Mary P. Wheeler, Assistant General 
Secretary, United Charities of St. Paul, 
who dealt in a most brilliant and inter- 
esting way with the problem of inter- 
preting family case work. 

The session devoted to the Automobile 
Migrant was of unusual interest, the first 
paper being read by Miss Adaline Buffing- 
ton, General Secretary, Charity Organi- 
zation Society, Salt Lake City, who from 
her experience drew a vivid picture of 
the problem and made available sugges- 
tions regarding treatment. Miss Ruth 
Hill, Associate Executive Secretary, Amer- 
ican Association for Organizing Family 
Social Work, the second speaker at this 
meeting, confined her paper to a con- 
sideration of the use of the transporta- 
tion agreement in dealing with transients, 
whether automobile migrants or others. 

The last session was devoted to a dis- 
cussion of the Family and the Law. Mrs. 
Mildred D. Mudgett, Department of 
Sociology, University of Minnesota, pre- 
sented the first paper on ‘“‘When People 
Apply at a Marriage License Bureau,” 
in which she emphasized the need for 
proper marriage laws as a basis for sound 
family life. Miss Sophonisba Brecken- 
ridge, Associate Professor of Social 
Economy, University of Chicago, read the 
second paper at this meeting, dealing 
generally with the law in regard to the 
family, and showing that with the gradual 
development of the legal rights of the wife, 
the present-day family is being held to- 
gether less by force and must depend more 
and more for its solidarity on spiritual 
ties. 

Taken as a whole the meetings of the 
Division were well attended and discus- 
sion was spirited. 

STOCKTON RAYMOND, 
Chairman. 


DIVISION V—-INDUSTRIAL AND 
ECONOMIC PROBLEMS 


The Industrial Division had been com- 
pelled to reorganize its program owing to 
the illness of the Chairman, Mr. E. C. 
Lindeman. In spite of this handicap, 
however, some very interesting sessions 
were held. The recent publication of 
the Russell Sage Foundation studies of 
experiments in management sharing and 
employee representation gave point to 
the program arranged for the section 
meeting on this subject. It was pro- 
nounced one of the best in the history 
of the Division. 

Industrial aspects of the cooperative 
movement, the Division found to be a 
most absorbing subject. A _ challenge 
to social workers to interest themselves 
in economic reconstruction as well as 
in the mechanics of social work was re- 
ceived with enthusiasm. Discussion of 
workers’ education was fundamental and 
illuminating. 

The attendance was hardly large enough 
to justify three simultaneous round tables, 
but the one devoted to the ‘“‘handi- 
capped”’ was well attended and developed 
much interest. 

The desirability of greater continuity 
in the personnel of division meetings was 
quite apparent and an effort was made 
to secure an enrollment of those wishing 
to be definitely associated with the di- 


vision. If these persons:are kept in touch 
throughout the year with the develop- 
ment of the program it would appear that 
the educational value of the Division’s 
work will be much enhanced. 
*. E. JOHNSON, 
Acting Chairman. 


DIVISION VI—NEIGHBORHOOD 
AND COMMUNITY LIFE 


The Community Division was charac- 
terized above everything else by liveli- 
ness of discussion on practically every 
point that was brought up and the number 
of speakers that took part. Skepticism 
seemed to be the prevailing note, although 
it was a friendly constructive attitude. 
Beginning with the very first papers, 
statements were brought into question 
and the old enthusiasm about community 
organization seemed to have simmered 
down to a trust in what has proved to 
be its worth and a frank facing of the 
limitations of neighborhood  organiza- 
tion. The relation of neighborhood or- 
ganization to other specialist forms of 
social service was brought into question 
several times. The problem that aroused 
most intense interest was that of Mexican 
migration to the United States and the 
problem of assimilation in community or- 
ganization that resulted. <A_ breakfast 
conference was called by the Division, 
to which forty people came. A resolu- 
tion was passed asking the Division on 
Immigrants and the Division on Com- 
munity to hold a joint session at the next 
Conference, devoted entirely to the prob- 
lem of the Mexican in the United States. 
The Division showed a determined effort 
to bring into its discussions all the national 
organizations interested in neighborhood 
or community grouping and the business 
meeting decided to invite each national 
organization interested in the subject 
to become an institutional member of 
the Conference and to appoint some rep- 
resentative to take part in the delibera- 
tions of the Division meeting. 

LeRoy E. BowMAn, 
Chairman. 


DIVISION VII 


Division VII—Mental Hygiene 
ran off with attendance records at the 
Denver Conference. Social workers ap- 
parently are finding in this subject a 
very definite assistance in their solution 
to some of their problems and naturally 
enough they are quick to avail themselves 
of the opportunity to get first-hand 
advice. 

Perhaps the outstanding feature of the 
1925 program was the uniformly practical 
nature of the papers. Speculation, theoriz- 
ing, philosophizing were conspicuous by 
the absence and almost without exception 
the contributions offered sensible brass- 
tack advice. Certain papers especially- 
those of Dr. Lawson G. Lowrey, Miss 
Bertha Reynolds, Miss Ruth Lloyd, and 
Dr. Adolf Meyer— contained a wealth 
of practical suggestions to the case worker 
perplexed by certain stubborn and un- 
yielding situations. 

It seemed too bad, however, that a 
brisker discussion could not be had. 
Some of the papers were intentionally 
and good-naturedly controversial and 
must have aroused questions in many 
hearers. Nevertheless, what questions 
were asked, with a few exceptions, were 
routine and more or less away from the 
points discussed. Because of the un- 
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avoidable absence of Dr. Douglas A, 
Thom, Chairman of the Section, Dr. 
George K. Pratt, of the National Com- 
mittee for Mental Hygiene, served as 
Acting Chairman. 
Dr. DouGLas TuHom, 
Chairman. 


DIVISION VIII—ORGANIZATION 
OF SOCIAL FORCES 


Division VIII of the Conference, which 
concerns Community Organization, under- 
took this year to get a picture of the way 


different communities have expressed 
themselves in certain needed fields of 
activity. 

Dr. Haven Emerson, functioning at 


the very top of his statesman ability and 
achievement, diagnosed Louisville's health 
situation in the light of a recent thorough 
survey, and by means of charts and 
graphs, which included comparative data 
from other cities, showed how Louisville 
is discharging its health responsibilities 
to its people. 

Mr. William H. Pear, of the Boston 
Provident Association, did a similar job 
for the family relief situation in a city 
which has long known excellent stand- 
ards and which has, through cooperative 
understandings and practices, brought 
about a process of collective action and 
approach which is worthy of emulation. 

Mr. Phillip Seman told the story of 
recreation. as understood and _ practised 
by the city of Chicago. Read it in the 
Proceedings and see whether your city 
could tell that kind of a story on the basis 
of achievement. Problems due to nu- 
merous taxing boards—yes; problems of 
administration—yes; problems of further 
integration and organization—yes; but the 
city of Chicago is playing and recreating 
and using leisure time on lake front and 
municipal piers, playgrounds and _ field 
houses, strategically distributed over the 
city; also school recreation, outer pre- 
serves, boulevards, and axes of trans- 
portation articulating and_ radiating 
through the city. Here is a delivery 
of service! Now for a simplifaction and 
better administration, if possible, but 
always in the name of facilities and service. 

Then Dr. Neva Deardorf talked about 
“Every Child—How He Fares in Phila- 
delphia.’’ Here was a keen mind in social 
diagnosis, holding up to view and revealing 
the elements which constitute the prob- 
lem of childhood in a great city. 

The Chairman presented a_ paper 
showing how money is ratioed for wel- 
fare service by governmental and private 
agencies. This undertook to give the 
amount spent by the national govern- 
ment in the welfare service field; the 
amount spent by States and cities for 
welfare service wholly under tax-sup- 
ported management. It is felt that a 
knowledge of ratioing at the present time 
and the extent to which welfare service 
money is paid for finished stages of dis- 
eases, dependency, delinquency, for end 
results in mental defects, etc., is needed 
if we are to have well-balanced programs 
for the future. 

SHERMAN C. KINGSLEY, 

Chairman. 


DIVISION IX—-PUBLIC OFFICIALS 
AND ADMINISTRATION 


The Division of Public Officials and 
Administration in its section meetings 
presented five distinct subjects for con- 
sideration. 

(Continued on page 7 
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The Fifty-Second Annual Meeting 


The Denver meeting stands out in the long series 
of National Conferences for several distinctive things. 
First is the definite separation of general meetings 
held in the evening and sectional meetings held dur- 
ing the morning. The program content of all recent 
conferences ranges over a large field. It gathers 
up and epitomizes quite properly the accumulating 
experience of social work in all of its manifold ex- 
panding departments. Taken as a whole it is neces- 
sarily involved, complicated, and ponderous. It 
discusses in detail work processes, methodologies, 
experiences, and experiments. Any sincere attempt 
to follow it in all of its labyrinths is confusing and 
exhausting. 

Because of this confusion and exhaustion which 
comes to the average Conference attendant, the eve- 
ning meetings were pointed 
away from the technical dis- 
cussions of the mornings and 
given over to inspirational ad- 
dresses and large social issues 
of the hour. Gauged by com- 
ments of the members and con- 
stant attendance at the evening 
meetings, the Conference liked 
the change. Frank Nelson’s 
talk on the Dynamics of Social 
Work was unique. The debate 
between Mr. Lovejoy and Sen- 
ator Thomas pictured in bold 
relief the conflicting philoso- 
phies of utter individualism 
and of social protection which 
have so frequently clashed 
when social work advocates an 
advance, and which no doubt 
will always clash. To permit 
social work to see naked the 
dominant motive of so much 
of their opposition was perhaps 
the best contribution to the 
professional worker made by 
the conference. Professor Ell- 


tation of the wide-flung line of 
intolerance was_ particularly 
useful at this moment when 
all parts of America are in- 
fected with such a disease. Sherwood Eddy’s at- 
tack on war was overwhelming and convincing. 
Professor Starr’s analysis of the social aspects of 
the Japanese question was brilliant and illuminating. 
The conference has seldom had a more inspiring or 
luminous presentation of the social gospel than How- 


William 


ard Mellish’s Conference sermon. And the play 
it’s purpose was to make people talk about the prob- 
lems involved in unemployment. They certainly 


talked. Indeed, every member that I have met since 
who saw the play, was still talking. 

This scheme of program separation presented un- 
usual difficulties in a conference held so far away from 
the center of conference membership. In spite of the 
difficulties it worked well. It ought to work much 
better in a conference held in as accessible a spot 
as Cleveland where the ablest speakers may be se- 
cured with comparative ease. 


J. Norton 


The second notable thing about the Denver con- 
ference was the high quality of papers and discussion 
in the section meetings. Pointed for technical dis- 
cussions of social work and social-work methods, 
thesc section meetings maintained the best average 
of excellence of any recent conference. Social work 
is finding itself professionally. Evidences of progress 
in measurement of its work processes, in evaluation 
of its methods, and of discrimination between as- 
piration and accomplishment were apparent, in not 
one, but in all sections. 

Another departure was an expansion of the round- 
table method of discussion without set papers. The 
great bulk of the Conference, the unusually high 
average of intelligence and purpose in its general mem- 
bership makes it increasingly desirable to consume 
less time on the peregrinations 
of one or two minds and to 
secure a larger exchange of ex- 
perience, impression, and 
theory from many minds. The 
round table accomplished this 
end this year. It needs to be 
expanded in the future. 

For the first time in many 
years there was next to no talk 
about reorganizing the Confer- 
ence machinery. Weare all re- 
formers and one of our busy 
pastimes is to reorganize our- 
selves. However, the last re- 
organization seems to have 
produced a machinery suf- 
ficiently flexible to permit 
changes in content and ap- 
proach without tinkering con- 
tinually with the ribs of the 
structure itself. 

This possible flexibility was 
illustrated this year by the 
different emphasis on general 
meetings and the introduction 
of round tables already noted. 
It was illustrated further by 
continuing in an abbreviated 
form the section on Immigra- 
tion with instructions that the 
number of special meetings 
should be reduced, and that the topic should be dif- 
fused through other divisions by the process of joint 
divisional meetings. The section on standards and 
training for social work was continued for another 
year; and a publicity section, which has been per- 
forming effectively as a kindred group, was let in 
under the big tent to take its place in all dignity 
as a regular division. The proposal to hold meet- 
ings biennially rather than annually met with little 
response. The Conference has three major functions, 
to educate, to form professional acquaintances and 
friendships, and to solidify the divergent groups in 
the wide scope of social work. Quite properly the 
conference voted overwhelmingly that these pur- 
poses could best be forwarded by allowing no inter- 
ruption of meetings. 

\\ILLIAM J. NORTON, 


President in 1925. Detroit. 


DIVISION II 
(Continued from page 2.) 
Edward R. Cass (1927) New York City. 
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Judge Emerson Coatsworth (1927), To- 
ronto. 

Mrs. Martha P. Falconer (1927), New 
York City. 

Dr. Bernard Glueck (1927), New York 


City. 
Mrs. Maude Miner Haddon (1927), New 
York City. 
Dr. Max Handman (1928), Austin, Tex. 
Dr. Hastings H. Hart (1927), New York 


City. 

Dr. George W. Kirchwey (1928) New 
York City. 

Dr. Maud Loeber (1927), New Orleans. 


Samuel D. Murphy (1926), Birmingham, 

Virginia Murray (1928), New York City. 

Dr. Valeria H. Parker (1928), New York 
City. 

Herbert C. Parsons (1927), Chestnut Hill, 
Mass. 

Louis N. 
Pa. 

Dr. Carrie Weaver Smith (1926), 
ville, Tex. 

Leon Stern (1926), Philadelphia. 

Arthur W. Towne (1926), Syracuse, N. Y. 


Robinson 


Gaincs- 


Dr. Miriam Van Waters (1928), Los 
Angeles. 
Franklin R. Wilson (1926), Muncie, Pa. 


DIVISION IIl- HEALTH 


Chairman: James A. Tobey, Washington, 
ie oe 

Vice-Chairman: Dr. 
Toledo. 

Secretary: Jessamine S. Whitney, 
‘York City. 


H. E. Kleinschmidt, 


New 


Committee 


Donald B. Armstrong (1926), New York 
City. 
Dr. Severance Burrage (1928), Denver. | 


Homer M. Calver (1928), New York | 
City. 
Hazel Corbin (1927), New York City. 
Dr. Louis I. Dublin (1927), New York | 
City. 
Dr. David Edsall (1926), Cambridge, | 
Mass. 
Dr. Livingston Farrand (1926), Ithaca, 
Pe 


Elizabeth Fox (1928), Washington, D. C. | 

Edith Foster (1928), Milwaukee. 

Dr. W. J. French (1927), Fargo, N. D. 

Howard Whipple Green (1928), Cleveland. | 

Dr. A. J. Lanza (1928), New York City. | 

Dr. Helen McMurchy (1928), Ottawa. 

Mary E. Murphy (1928), Chicago. 

Dr. C. C. Pierce (1926), Chicago. 

Dr. Alvin Powell (1926), Oakland, Cal. 

Dr. M. P. Ravenel (1928), Columbia, Mo. 

Elizabeth Smellie (1927), Ottawa. 

Dr. Felix J. Underwood (1927), Jackson, 
Miss. 

Dr. C. E. A. Winslow 


Conn. 


1926), New Haven, 


DIVISION IV—THE FAMILY 


Chairman: Malcolm S. Nichols, Mil 
waukee. 
Secretary: Francis H. McLean, New York 


City. 
Committee 
W. S. Bixby (1927), Akron, Ohio. 
Mary F. Bogue (1928), 
Frank J. Bruno (1927), Minneapolis. 
Joanna C. Colcord (1927), New York | 
City. 


Harrisburg, Pa. 


(1926), Swarthmore, 


Elizabeth Dutcher (1926), Brooklyn. 

Raymond F. Gates (1926), Willimantic, 
Conn. 

Mrs. Mary C. 
more. 

Helen W. Hanchette (1927), Cleveland. 

Joel D. Hunter (1928), Chicago. 


Goodwillie (1928), Balti- 


Florence W. Hutsinpillar (1926), Denver. | 


Ann Kempshall (1928), New York City. 
Porter R. Lee (1926), New York City. 


Betsey Libbey (1927), Philadelphia. 
H. L. Lurie (1928), Chicago. 
Rose Porter (1928), Pittsburgh. 


Stockton Raymond (1926), Boston. 
Amelia Sears (1926), Chicago. 


Ella M. Weinfurther (1927), Milwaukee. 


DIVISION V—INDUSTRIAL AND 
ECONOMIC PROBLEMS 


Chairman: John A. Fitch, New York 
City. 


Secretary: John A. Lapp, Chicago. 


Committee 


John B. Andrews (1928), New York City. 
Roger Baldwin (1927), New York City. 


Allen T. Burns (1928), New York City. 

J. A. Dale (1926), Toronto. 

Dr. Haven Emerson (1927), New York 
City. 

John A. Fitch (1928), New York City. 


Gertrude Fletcher (1927), Boston. 

Mrs. R. F. Halleck (1927), Louisville, Ky. 

F. E. Johnson (1926), New York City. 

Mrs. Florence Kelley (1927), New York 
City. 

Paul U. Kellogg (1928), New York City. 

George S. Lackland (1928), Denver. 

John A. Lapp (1927), Chicago. 

E. C. Lindeman (1927), High Bridge, N. J. 

Owen R. Lovejoy (1926), New York City. 

Robert E. Lucey (1928), Los Angeles. 

W. S. MacMillan (1926), Toronto. 

Mary Van Kleeck (1927), New York City. 

Leo Wolman (1926), New York City. 


DIVISION VI—-NEIGHBORHOOD 
AND COMMUNITY LIFE 


Chairman: 
Secretary: Winifred Salisbury, Cleveland. 


Committee 


Jane Addams (1928), Chicago. 

George A. Bellamy (1926), Cleveland. 

LeRoy E. Bowman (1928), New York 
City. 

Margaret Chapman (1927), Minneapolis. 

Frieda Foltz (1926), Chicago. 

George E. Haynes (1926), New York City. 

R. E. Hieronymus (1927), Urbana, III. 

Frances Ingram (1928), Louisville, Ky. 

Albert J. Kennedy (1926), Boston. 

John Kolb (1926), Madison. 

John A. Lapp (1927), Chicago. 

R. D. Mackenzie (1926), Seattle. 

R. M. McIver (1926), Toronto. 

William A. Matthews (1928), New 
City. 

Mrs. Mary C. B, Mumford (1926), 
mond, Va. 

Jesse O. Thomas (1927), Atlanta. 

Mrs. Eva Whiting White, (1927) 

Aubrey Williams (1928), Madison. 

Arthur E. Wood (1926), Ann Arbor, Mich. 


Rich- 


DIVISION VII—MENTAL HYGIENE 


Chairman: Dr. Ralph P. Truitt, New York 
City. 

Vice-Chairman: Dr. 
New York City. 


Marion Kenworthy, 


BULLETIN 
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York 


Boston. 


Secretary: Edith M. Furbush, New York 
City. 


Committee 


Dr. Smiley Blanton (1927) Madison. 

Marie L. Donohoe (1928), Boston. 

Mrs. Ethel F. Dummer (1926), Chicago. 

Dr. Franklin G. Ebaugh (1928), Denver. 

Dr. Walter E. Fernald (1926), Waverly, 
Mass. , 


George A. Hastings (1927), New York 
City. 
Clark E. Higbee (1927) Grand Rapids. 


Dr. C. M. Hincks (1928) Toronto. 

Cornelia Hopkins (1927), Chicago. 

Mary C. Jarrett (1927), Boston. 

Dr. Marion E. Kenworthy (1927), New 
York City. 

Dr. David M. Levy (1928), Chicago. 

Helen L. Myrick (1928), Chicago. 

Dr. Frank J. O’Brien (1926), Louisville, 
Ky. 


Dr. George K. Pratt (1928), New York 
City. 

Bertha C. Reynolds (1928), Stoughton, 
Mass. 


Christine Robb (1926), Memphis. 

Dr. Thomas W. Salmon (1927), New York 
City. 

Dr. Douglas Thom (1926), Boston. 

Dr. William A. White (1926), Washington, 
eS ee 

Dr. E. Koster Wickman (1928), Cleveland. 

Dr. Frankwood §. Williams (1926), New 
York City. 


DIVISION VIII—ORGANIZATION 
OF SOCIAL FORCES 


Chairman: Wilfred S. Reynolds, Chicago. 

Vice-Chairman: David S. Liggett, Louis- 
ville, Ky. 

Secretary: Margaret Byington, Hartford. 


Committee 
Mrs. E. T. Brigham (1928), Kansas City. 
Kenyon L. Butterfield (1927), East Lan- 
sing, Mich. 
Margaret F. Byington (1927), Hartford, 
Conn. 


Louise Cottrell (1926) Iowa City. 

J. Howard T. Falk (1926), Montreal. 
Guy T. Justis (1928), Denver. 
Robert W. Kelso (1927), Boston. 
W. FF. Maxwell (1927), Harrisburg. 
Dr. Howard W. Odum (1926), 

Hill, N. C. 

Charles Stillman (1928), Grand Rapids. 
Kenneth Sturges (1928), Cleveland. 
Mabel Weed (1928), San Francisco. 


Chapel 


DIVISION IX—PUBLIC OFFICIALS 
AND ADMINISTRATION 


Chairman: Richard K. Conant, Boston. 
Vice-Chairman: Florence Hutsinpillar, 

Denver. 
Secretary: Paul. 


Charles F. Hall, St. 


Committee 


Judge Hugo B. Anderson (1927), Salt 
Lake City. 

Mrs. Amy _ Steinhart 
Sacramento. 

Joseph P. Byers (1926), Kentucky. 


Braden (1928), 


Louise Cottrell (1926), lowa City. 

Mrs. Elizabeth R. Forrest (1927), San 
Antonio. 

Lillian Teresa Franzen 1928), Albu 
querque. 

John L. Gillin (1928), Madison. 

Florence Hutsinpillar (1928), Denver 


Charles H. Johnson (1928), Albany, N. Y. 

Judge J. E. Jones (1928), Toronto. 

Rev. W. J. Kerby (1927), Washington, 
+ Oe 

James S. Lakin (1928), Charleston, W. Va. 

James T. Mastin (1927), Richmond, Va. 

Dr. Ellen C. Potter (1928), Harrisburg, Pa. 

William J. Sayers (1928), Muncie, In 
diana. 

H. H. Shirer (1926), Columbus, Ohio. 

Mrs. Elizabeth M. Speer (1926), Austin, 
Tex. 

Gertrude Vaile (1927), Denver. 

G. Croft Williams (1926), Columbia, S. C. 

Elizabeth Yerxa (1926), Minneapolis. 


DIVISION X—THE IMMIGRANT 


Chairman: Sophonisba P. 
Chicago. 


Breckinridge, 


Vice-Chairman: George A. Green, Cleve- 


land. 


Secretary: Mrs. Harry M._ Bremer, | 
New York City. 
Committee 


Bradley Buell, New Orleans. 

Thomas L. Cotton, New York City. 
Kred C. Croxton, Columbus, Ohio. 
Allen Eaton, New York City. 

David Fichman, New Orleans. 

Ida Hull, Bridgeport, Conn. 

Mary Hurlbut, New York City. 
Winifred Hutchison, Toronto. 

Mrs. Eleanor E. Ledbetter, Cleveland. 
John W. Lewis, Baltimore. 

Reed Lewis, New York City. 

Rose J. McHugh, Chicago. 

Mrs. Ruth Crawford Mitchell, Pittsburgh. 
Bruce M. Mohler, Washington, D. C. 
Thomas F. Mulholland, Jersey City. 
Virginia Murray, New York City. 
Frances Perkins, New York City. 
Cecilia Razovsky, New York City. 
Ithel Richardson, Sacramento. 

Jesse F. Steiner, Chapel Hill, N. C. 
Lea Taylor, Chicago. 

Mrs. Nathaniel Thayer, New York City. 
Elizabeth Woodward, New York City. 


DIVISION XI— PROFESSIONAL 
STANDARDS AND EDUCATION 
Chairman: Dr. Neva R. Deardorff, Bryn 

Mawr, Pa. 
Vice-Chairman: F. 
* neapolis. 
Secretary: H. H. 


Stuart Chapin, Min- 


Hibbs, Richmond, Va. 


Committee 


Brother Barnabas, Toronto. 

Boris D. Bogen, Los Angeles. 

Jeffrey R. Brackett, Boston. 
Sophonisba P. Breckinridge, Chicago. 
Mrs. Mary C. Burnett, Pittsburg. 
Sherman Conrad, New Orleans. 

Dr. J. E. Cutler, Cleveland. 

Karl de Schweinitz, Philadelphia. 
Thomas D. Eliot, Evanston, Il. 
Leon W. Frost, Detroit. 

L. A. Halbert, Kansas City 

William Hodson, New York City. 
Harry L. Hopkins New York City. 
M. J. Karpf, New York City. 

Philip Klein, New York City. 

Harry L. Lurie, Chicago. 

Cecil C. North, Columbus, Ohio. 

A. Percy Paget, Winnipeg. 

Walter Pettit, New York City 
Kenneth L. M. Pray, Philadelphia. 
Rev. Frederic Siedenburg, Chicago. 
Dr. Jesse F. Steiner, Chapel Hill, N. C. 
Arthur E. Wood, Ann Arbor, Mich. 
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DIVISION IX 
(Continued from page 4.) 


The discussion of the county as a unit 
for social work revolved about the prin- 
ciple of the coordination of public and 
private agencies in communities and their 
relation to State-wide public departments. 
The result accomplished in+ Webster 
County, Iowa, is the demonstration of 
the success of such a program. It was 
pointed out that the success of such ven- 
tures is due to the development of local 
public social consciousness supplemented 
by careful guidance of some State organi- 
zation. 

A consideration of the problem of 
the offender was upon the basis of the 
importance of complete case work in- 
cluding family history, and physical and 
mental examinations, rather than the 
crime committed. 

Following the recommendation of the 
General Program 
vision discussed support and_ interpre 
tation of public social work. The lack 
of popular support of public social serv- 
ice is frequently due to poor reports which 
often consist of skeletons of statistics 
and lack of flesh of human_ interest 
to make them vital and appealing. The 
press as a factor is developing public 
interest, and support of social work 
depends upon securing their interest in 
normal progress and results rather than 
leaving the only publicity to the sensa- 
tional presentation of the rare, unusual 
occurrences, particularly those deserving 
criticism. 

One session was devoted to the new 
features in public social service by public 
agencies. Reports were received from 
Massachusetts in regard to mental exam- 
ination of prisoners; from Ohio, concerning 
care and treatment of crippled children 
by the boards of health, education, and 
welfare; and mental health surveys made 
by the Indiana Committee on Mental 
Defectives. 

Policy and personnel in public in- 
stitutions and agencies were discussed 
from the standpoint of the true functions 
of the institutions of a State; the con- 
tinuing and progressive policies in public 
welfare work and the principle of civil 
service. The broader aspects of institu- 
tion service and methods of obtaining 
funds and officers and employees were 
set forth. Joun A. Brown, 

Chairman. 


DIVISION X 


(No report) 


DIVISION XI—PROFESSIONAL 
STANDARDS AND EDUCATION 


A remarkable series of papers in the five 
section meetings inspired a sustained in- 
terest on the part of the members of the 
Conference. 
well attended and the discussions following 
the papers indicated keen interest in the 
topics under consideration. The intimate 
relationship between the work of Division 
XI and that of the American Association 
of Social Workers and the Association 
of Schools of Professional Social Work 
was made evident in the joint session that 
was held with each of these organizations. 
The professiona! aspects of social work 
and the objectives of a professional or 
ganization were ably discussed by Mr. 
William Hodson and Dr. Neva R. Dear 
dorff. 

It was also indicated in the dis ussion at 


| 


Committee, the di- | 


Every section meeting was | 
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the joint session with the Association of 
Schools that substantial progress has 
been made in recent years in professional 
education for social work. Professor 
Arthur E. Wood pointed out that the 
conception of its scope has been more 
clearly defined. It was also made clear 
in Mr. Maurice J. Karpf’s paper that the 
professional schools are beginning to 
build upon their own experience. Analo- 
gies with other professions are now re- 
sorted to much less frequently in the 
discussion of the problems of professional 
education in this field. In the course of 
this discussion the statement was made 
that it is bad business to offer young men 
a short cut to good executive positions. 

Three important papers on the support 
and interpretation of professional re- 
quirements in social work were contributed 
by Dr. James F. Jackson, Mr. Otto W. 
Davis, and Miss Clare M. Tousley. 
Methods were suggested for educating 
the public to an understanding and ap- 
preciation of the value of training and 
for gaining from the public an intelligent 
support of the social agencies now in the 
field. 

The need of basic education and train- 
ing was emphasized strongly in recent 
studies that have been made of profes- 
sional needs, reports of which were given 
at the section meeting on Tuesday 
morning. These reports included the 
fields of family case work, hospital social 
work, and community group work. The 
contribution that job analysis in social 
work may make to professional needs 
was also pointed out. 

Progress is to be noted in building up 
professional standards in social agencies. 
The various ways in which this is coming 
about, and the methods by which it is 
being accomplished, were discussed at 
Section Meeting V. The cooperation be- 
tween agencies and schools in the de- 
velopment of the curriculum and the value 
to the agency of students in training 
were presented in papers by Mrs. Eva 
Whiting White and Miss M. Mabel 
Berry. Dr. Miriam Van Waters con- 
tributed an interesting paper in answer 
to the question, “Is the Agency or the 
Individual Worker Primarily Responsible 
for the Professional Development of 
the Members of the Staff?”’ 

J. E. CUTLER, 
Chairman. 


Is Your Organization an 
Institutional Member of 
the National Conference 
of Social Work ? 


The 
well from every social worker 
in the United States. It has 
served them well and _ help- 
fully, and to it can honestly 
be attributed in large measure 
much of the impulse which 
in this country has led to the 
extension and betterment of 
social work. 


Conference deserves 
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AUDIT REPORT 


National Conference of Social Work, Cincinnati, Ohio, May 31, 1925 


June 4, 1925. 
Mr. William J. Norton, 
President, National Conference of Social Work, 
Detroit, Michigan 


Dear Sir: 

We have examined the books of account and record of the NATIONAL 
CONFERENCE OF SOCIAL WORK—CINCINNATI, OHIO, covering 
the fiscal year ended May 31, 1925, and submit herewith our report. 

The Petty Cash Fund was verified by actual count made by us on the 
morning of June 1, 1925. Cash on Deposit with The Fourth and Central 
Trust Company, Cincinnati, Ohio, aggregating $4,517.34, was verified by direct 
correspondence with that bank. 

All recorded Cash Receipts for the period covered by our examination were 
traced by us directly into the bank Deposits. Cash received for membership 
fees was tested by comparing the membership card records for the States of 
Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Montana, Nebraska, 
New Hampshire, and New Jersey. 

Disbursements from the bank account for the year ended May 31, 1925, 
were supported by officially signed, properly endorsed cancelled bank checks, 
with the exception of those outstanding at May 31, 1925. We are unable 
to compare payments for salaries with the authorization for such salaries 
contained in the Minute records, as same had been sent to Denver prior to 
our examination. 

Certificate of Deposit issued by The Fourth and Central Trust Company, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, which we verified by inspection and correspondence, was 
not included in the Cash Balance. 

Surety Bonds, covering Mr. William H. Parker, General Secretary, and 
May Wilcox, in the respective amounts of $10,000.00 and $5,000.00 were in- 
spected by us 

Yours tryly, 
ERNST & ERNST, 
Certified Public Accountants 
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SUGGESTIONS FOR OFFICERS 1926-1927 


Clip and mail to Miss Frances Taussig, 125 E. 46th St., New York City 


For President: 
First Choice 


Second Choice 


For First Vice-President: 


N 


(Signed) lpee ee re are ee to eos 


! 
i 
i 
l 
i 
! 
i 
i 
i 
l 
i 
l 
i 


STATEMENT OF RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEMENTS 


Period from June 1, 1924, to May 31, 1925 


Cash Balance—May 1, 1925 


RECEIPTS 
Membership Fees 
Contributions eo : 
Registration Fees—Annual Meeting 
Sale of Publications ¥P 
Interest on Certificate of Deposit 
Sale of War Saving Stamps 
Miscellaneous 


DISBURSEMENTS 
Salaries 
Publications ar 
Annual Meeting Expense 
Purchase of Certificate of Deposit 
Traveling Expense 
Office Supplies 
Postage 
Membership Extension and Publicity 
Committee Expense 
Office Equipment 
Telephone and Telegraph 
Auditing 
Surety Bond Premium 
Subscription 
Miscellaneous 
Exchange 


Refund of Membership Dues 


Total 
Cash Balance—May 31, 1925. On Deposit, The 


Fourth and Central Trust Company 
On Hand—Petty Cash Fund 


For list of present officers and members o{ Executive Committee, see elsewhere in this BULLETIN. 


. Address. . . 
.Address... 


. Address . 


. Address. . 


For members of the Executive Committee, stating them in the order of your preference (five to be chosen for a term 
of three years): 


... Address 
Address 
Address... . 


SUGGESTIONS MADE BY 
oo ee Address 
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FIFTY-THIRD ANNUAL MEETING 


1926—-CLEVELAND—May 26 to June 2 


5,534 04 


$25,366 14 
$30,900 18 


$26,347 40 
35 


$26,382 40 
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